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b il l l i ke t h at , t h er e w e a l d b e const i t u t i o n a l d i f f i cu l t i e s
because when y o u d ea l w i t h s p e ech t hen you have t o wa l k a
very narrow path between that which is protected and that
which is not. But if they were sincerely concerned about
conduct that would be disruptive, they would have drafted a
b i l l ai m i n g at t h at conduct. But this is a B'nai B ' r i t h
bill and there are certain types of things t hey don ' t w a n t
discussed. The r e a re cer t ai n types of people they don' t
want to assemble. So it is addressed against groups and it
is not dealing with conduct that is disruptive. I t i s no t
deal ing w i t h a ct i v i t y w h i c h i s p r oh i b i t ed . The Constitution
and laws of this state do not forbid teaching. They do no t
forbid teaching about the kinds o f t h i n g s men t i o ned i n t hi s
bill. It becomes a criminal offense as a creation of this
bill if somebody in law enforcement attributes a certain
motive to you when you do these o therwise c omple t e l y l ega l
activities. Now, when you are talking about t he t e a cher ,
the one who does the teaching, and they didn't define that
word, teaching probably means imparting information. The
one who is doing the imparting is presumed to know more than
t he o ne who i s being instructed or r ecei v i n g t h e
information. But that is not always the case because King
David o f . . . ol d King David of Israel said that he i s w i s e r
than his instructors, so sometimes it i s unc l ea r w h o t he
teacher i s . But , neverthe l e ss , when yo u h ave t h i s
relationship of teacher and taught, there is no necessity
that the listeners d o anyt h i n g b a sed o n t he words th a t ar e
presented. Number two, there n eed be no l i ke l i h oo d that
anybody w o u l d d o anyt h i n g b a s ed o n t h e s e w o r d s . Number
t hree , t he r e is no requirement that anyone listening have
t he capab i l i t y of do i ng a n y t h i n g i n l ine w i t h w h a t i s be i n g
t aught . You cou l d be t e ac h i n g a g r o up of infants in
preschool and that would bring you under the bill. T he b i l l
doesn't say that the people you are teaching have to be able
to understano what you are teaching or able to carry it out.
T his i s a r i d i cu l ou s , silly bill. The fourth one, t here i s
no requirement that what is taught be realistic or feasible.
Since you are talking about explosives, you could be
t eaching peopl e h o w to build a hydrogen bomb and you don ' t
even have t o kn o w h ow to build one, but you a re t e a c h i n g
them to b uild a hydrogen bomb, intending that this
i nformat i o n b e u sed to foment disorder and t hat i s a
Class IV felony. That is preposterous and ridiculous. And
I am glad that the bill is staying just the way i t i s .
There is no time frame within which anything need occur. So
t here need n e v e r b e a civil disorder but they d on' t e v e n

8689


